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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claim 41 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession 
of the claimed invention. The drawings show that the light source directly radiates light 
onto the first reflector surface (see Fig. 2). 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 41 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 41 is indefinite, because it is not clear what is meant by 
"said first reflector surface is not directly irradiated by said light source". Based on the 
disclosure and particularly Fig. 2 the light source 21 appears to be directly incident on 
the first reflector surface. If light is hitting the reflective surface, how is it possible that 
the light source is not directly irradiating that surface? The figures and the specification 
as disclosed contradict the claimed subject matter of claim 41 . 



Application/Control Number: 10/553,255 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3743 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 22-31 , 33-34, and 40 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by US Patent No. 2,442,921 to Drake et al. (Drake). 

In Reference to Claim 22 

A cooking device, comprising: a cooking chamber (10, see Fig. 1 ); a lighting unit 
for illuminating said cooking chamber (12, see Fig 5); said lighting unit including at least 
a first reflector (first curved surface of 19) and a light source (23); said first reflector 
including at least a first reflector surface (19) which reflects the light from said light 
source into said cooking chamber (10) as diffuse scattered light (D) (Column 3, lines 21- 
26); said first reflector including at least one second transverse reflector surface 
(second curved surface of 19) arranged transversely to said first reflector surface which 
reflects the light of said light source into said cooking chamber in a focused manner (it is 
inherent that curved surfaces direct light in a focused manner, because curved surfaces 
have a focal point); said first reflector surface terminating at one end at a transverse 
reflector surface (the first reflector surface 19 terminates at semicircular plate 21 , which 
may be formed by sheet metal plated and polished on its interior, Col. 2 lines 55-57) 
and terminating at an opposite end at another transverse surface (see Fig. 3 and 5 
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where Drake shows that the plates 21 are opposite each other at transverse ends of the 
reflector). 

It should be noted that claim 22 does not claim any heating means, so a cooking 
chamber can be any chamber, such as a refrigeration chamber as taught by Drake. 
In Reference to Claim 23 

The cooking device according to claim 22 (see rejection of claim 22), including 
said traverse reflector surfaces (surfaces 21 and 22 reflect onto two curved surfaces of 
19) reflect the light into said cooking chamber as a light cone (K) (curved surfaces, in 
this case 19, inherently reflect light as a light cone). 
In Reference to Claim 24 

The cooking device according to claim 22 (see rejection of claim 22), including 
said traverse reflector surfaces (both surfaces of 19) reflect the light into said cooking 
chamber in an almost parallel beam profile (inherently, some light reflecting off of 19 will 
be reflected in an "almost" parallel beam profile. The term "almost" is too broad to limit 
or constrain the light to any particular profile.) 
In Reference to Claim 25 

The cooking device according to claim 22 (see rejection of claim 22), including 
said traverse reflector surfaces constructed as one of a substantially flat or a 
substantially arched surface (19, shows an arced reflector surface). 
In Reference to Claim 26 

The cooking device according to claim 22 (see rejection of claim 22), including a 
first one of said transverse reflector surfaces (21 ) deflects the light of said light source in 
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the direction of the other of said transverse reflector surfaces (21 deflects light towards 
22). 

In Reference to Claim 27 

The cooking device according to claim 22 (see rejection of claim 22), including 
said first reflector surface (19) delimits a light guiding compartment (all of structure 12 
defines a light guide). 
In Reference to Claim 28 

The cooking device according to claim 27 (see rejection of claim 27), including 
said transverse reflector surfaces (21 and 22) arranged in said light guiding 
compartment (12). 
In Reference to Claim 29 

The cooking device according to claim 22 (see rejection of claim 22), including at 
least one of said first and second reflector surfaces (both curved surfaces of 19) 
constructed in one piece (12 which contains both curved surfaces of 19) with said 
reflector. 

In Reference to Claim 30 

The cooking device according to claim 22 (see rejection of claim 22), including a 
rounded transition surface (20) formed at a selected one of between said first reflector 
surface and said second transverse reflector surface (20 is between the first and 
second reflector surfaces 19) and on at least of said second transverse reflector 
(first reflector surface of 19 separated from second reflector surface of 19 by 20). 
In Reference to Claim 33 
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The cooking device according to claim 27 (see rejection of claim 27), including 
said light guiding compartment (12) of said reflector includes at least a portion 
substantially transparent to said cooking chamber (26, Column 3 lines 24-26). 
In Reference to Claim 34 

The cooking device according to claim 27, including a light channel opaque (26, 
Column 3 lines 27-29, where 26 may be frosted) towards the outside of said light 
guiding compartment (12) formed in at least a portion of said reflector (forms the cover 
of 12). 

In Reference to Claim 40 

The cooking device according to claim 27 (see rejection of claim 27), including 
said transverse reflector surfaces (both surfaces of 19) arranged in said light-guiding 
compartment (12) of said reflector are arranged offset with respect to one another (both 
surfaces of 19 are "offset" from each other by 20. The applicant does not define "offset" 
in the specification, therefore "offset" is interpreted as an abrupt bend in an object by 
which one part is turned aside out of line). 
In Reference to Claim 41 

The cooking device according to claim 22, including said first reflector surface is 
not directly irradiated by said light source (as best construed by the examiner the prior 
art of record construes the structure as claimed in claim 41). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 32 and 35-39 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Drake in view of US Patent No. 5,960,785 to Byrne et al. (Byrne). 
In Reference to Claim 32 

Drake teaches a cooking device of claim 27 with a door (15, see Fig. 2) for 
closing said cooking chamber. Drake does not teach a reflector arranged in said 
cooking device door. 

Byrne teaches a cooking device door (16, see Fig. 2) for closing said cooking 
chamber (12) and said reflector (see Fig. 3) arranged in said cooking device door. 

It would be have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to have rearranged the reflector of Drake in the door (16) 
as taught by Byrne because the rearrangement would have advantageously allowed 
easier access to the light fixture components as would have been well known. 
In Reference to Claim 35 

Drake as modified by Byrne suggests a light source arranged outside a cooking 
device door and emits light in the direction of said reflector (see the rejection of claim 32 
above). The position of the light source does not effect the operation of the reflector 
and therefore it is obvious to rearrange the parts of Drake and Byrne to achieve the 
same function of the claim. 
In Reference to Claim 36 
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Drake as modified by Byrne suggests a cooking device of claim 32 where a light 
guiding compartment (12), of said reflector is closed on the interior side of said door. 
See the rejection of claim 32 where the rearrangement of Drake and Byrne would form 
a light guiding compartment of said reflector closed on the interior side of said door. 
In Reference to Claim 37 

Drake as modified by Byrne suggests the cooking device of claim 36 including a 
door inner pane facing said cooking chamber and said reflector together with a door 
inner pane that closes a light guiding compartment. 

Byrne teaches a reflector (see Fig. 3) together with a door inner pane (46) that 
closes a light guiding compartment (52). See the rejection of claim 32 for 
rearrangement of parts. 
In Reference to Claim 38 

Drake as modified by Byrne suggests the cooking device of claim 32 including at 
least one mounting section for affixing said reflector inside said cooking device door 
formed on said reflector. Byrne teaches a mounting section (retainer plate 46, see Fig. 
2) for affixing said reflector (see Fig. 3) inside said cooking device door (16) formed on 
said reflector. See rejection of claim 32 for rearrangement of parts. 
In Reference to Claim 39 

Drake as modified by Byrne suggests a cooking device of claim 32 with a door 
including a door intermediate pane and at least one retaining attachment (pins or 
screws 50 hold 46 in place) constructed in said cooking device door (16) for retaining 
said intermediate pane (46). See rejection of claim 32 for rearrangement of parts. 
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Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 22 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

10. Applicant's arguments filed 01/28/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Specifically, the applicant has argued that Drake does not teach a gas burner or 
any type of heating/cooking means. The applicant has not claimed means for cooking a 
food product such as a gas burner. Since the applicant neglected to claim a cooking 
means, a cooking chamber and a cooking device have been interpreted as intended 
use. Furthermore, any sealed chamber, such as the refrigeration chamber of Drake, 
can be used as a cooking chamber if the chamber is supplied with a heating means. 

Furthermore, the applicant argues that Drake does not teach or disclose a 
second transverse reflector surface arranged transversely to the first reflector surface 
which reflects the light of the sight source into the cooking chamber in a focused 
manner. However, according to the definition of transverse, which is lying or extending 
across in a cross direction, Drake shows two curved transverse surfaces 19 that focus 
light in a concentrated manner. It is well known to someone of ordinary skill in the art 
that curved surfaces, such as 19 (Fig. 5), focus light in a concentrated manner. These 
type of reflectors are well known light fixture assemblies and solar panels. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL A. BERNSTEIN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5803. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 AM - 
5:00 PM EDT. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kenneth Rinehart can be reached on 571-272-4881 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

DAB 

/Kenneth B Rinehart/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3743 



